UNITED STATES DISTHICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

United States of America,
Plaintiff, CIVIL ACTION NO. 71-C-1

Tracts Nos. T11M-1 and
TilM-2

VE.

Lo.00 Acres of Land, More or Less,
Situate in Rogers County, State of
Oklehoma, and Virgil Perker, et al,
and Unknown (wners,

RSN N N N N

Defendants.

J U Dae M ENT

1.

NOW, on this 2 day of February, 1971, this matter comes on
for disposition on application of Plaintiff, United States of America, for
entry of judgment on # stipulation agreeing upon just compensation, and the
Court, after having examined the files in this action and being advised by
counsel for Plaintiff, finds:

2.

This judgment applies only to the estate condemned in the tracts
enumerated in the caption above, as such estate and tracts are deseribed in
the Complaint and the Declaration of Taking filed In this action.

3.

The Court has jurisdiction of the parties and subject matter of
this action.

b,

Service of Process has been perfected elther personally, or by publi-
cation notice, as provided by Rule TlA of Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, con
all parties defendsnt in this cause who are interested 1n subject tracts.

5.

The Acts of Congress set out in paregraph 2 of the Complaint hereln
give the United States of America the right, power, and authority to condemn
for public use the estates described in paragraph 2 herein. Pursuant thereto,
on January 4, 1971, the United States of Amerlca filed 1ts Declaration of
Taking of such described property, and title to the described estate in such

property should be vested in the United States of America as of the date of

filing the Declieration of Taking.



6.

Simultaneocusly with filing the Decleration of Taklng, there was de-
posited in the Registry of this Court, as estimated compensation for the taking
of a certaln estate in subject tracts, a certain sum of money, and none of this
deposit has been disbursed, as set out below in paragraph 12.

7.

On the date of taking in this action, the owners of the estate taken
in subject tracts were the defendants whose names are shown in paragraph 12
below., Such named defendants are the only persons asserting any interest in
the estate taken in such tracts, all other persons having either disclaimed or
defaulted, and such named defendants are entitled to receive the just compen-
sation awarded by this judgment.

8.

The owners of the subject tracts and the United Stetes of America
have executed and filed herein e Stipulation As To Just Compensation whereln
they have sgreed that just compensation for the estate condemned in subject
trects is in the amount shown as compensation in paragraph 12 below, end such
stipulation should be approved.

9.

This judgment will create a deficiency between the amount deposited
as estimated compensation for subject tracts and the amount fixed by the
Stipulation As To Just Compensation, and the smount of such deficiency should
be deposited for the benefit of the owners. Such deficiency is set out below
in paragraph 12.

10.

It Is, Therefore, ORDERED, ADJUDGED, and DECREED that the United
States of Americe has the right, power, and authority to condemn for public
use the tracts named in paragraph 2 herein, as such tracts are particularly
described in the Complaint and Declaration of Taking filed herein; and such
tracts, to the extent of the estate descrited in such Declarstion of Taking,
are condemned and title thereto is vested in the United States of Amerlca, as
of the date of filing such Declaration of Teking, and all defendants herein
snd all other persons interested in such estate are forever barred from

asserting any clelm to such estate.



il.

It Is Further ORDERED, ADJUDGED snd DECREED that on the dste of
taking, the owners of the estate condemned herein In subject tracts were the
defendants whose names appear below in paragraph 12, and the right to receive
the just compensation for the estate taken herein in these tracts is vested in
the parties so named.

12,

It Is Further ORDERED, ADJUDGED, eand DECREED that the Stipulation As
To Just Compensation, mentioned in paragraph 8 above, hereby is confirmed; and
the sum therein fixed 1s adopted as the award of just compensation for the
estate condemned in subject tracts as follows:

TRACTS NOS, 711M-1 and 711M-2

OWNERS :

Virgll Parker and
Frances May Parker

Award of Just compensatlon,

pursuant to Stipuletion - - - - - - - - $400.00 $400.00
Deposited as estimated compensation - - - - - 120,00
Disbursed to owners - = = = = - - - = = - - - - & ¢ - - == - None
Balance due to OWners = = = = = = = = ~ = = -~ = = = = . = = = $400.,00
Deposit deficlency =- = - - = = - = = « - - - 4280,00
13.

It Is Further ORDERED, ADJUDGED, and DECREED that the United States
of America shall deposit in the Reglstry of this Court, im this civil action,
to the credit of the subject tracts, the deficlency sum of $280.00, and the
Clerk of this Court then shall disburse, from the deposit in this case, to

Virgil Parker and
Frances May Parker, jointly, the sum of - - - $400.00.

/8/ Luther Rohanon

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JULGE
APPROVED:

/s/ Hubert A. Marlow

HUBERT A. MARLOW
Assistant United States Attorney
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PATES DISTRICT COURT Touw Pt NORTHLRN

IN THE URNTTED 57
ITSTRICT OF ORLAGEA

+
1

COMPANY |,

INTER NATI ¥AL BANK OF HIAMI, )
)
Plaintiff }
)

vs ] MO, TR-0-20
)
COMMUNTITY NATTONAL LIFE THSURANCE )
)
)
)

Lefendant
NOTION TO DISHISS WITHOUT PRLIUDICE

Comes now the plaintiff and defendant and shows
this Honorable Court that plaintiff's claim against the
deféndant Community National Life Insurance Company has
beon duly filed in the receivershin nroceedings now
pending in the District Court of Tulsa County, entitled:
The State of Nklahoma Ix Rel Jo¢ L. bunt, Insurance Commissioner,
Plaintiff, vs. Community National Life Insurance Company, an
Oklahoma Life Insurance Corporastion, DPefendant, Court No.
C-69-652: and that said plaintiff has becn accordod creditor's
status and that the riohts of plaintiff will he fully
adjudicated in said receivorship proceedings, and that this
action should therefore he dismissed without prejudice te the
rights of plaintiff.

BEST. SHARP, THOMAS £ GLASS

) L E 1

By; .
whR 23 Wt o UNttaFReys For PTaihtiff
JoHN H. POE, é;;!itﬂ BOONI, RLLISON & SMITH

i Lot
S ISR BY s e e
Attorneys for Uefendant
ORDER

on this 3rd day of itarch, 1971, pursuant tec joint
application of the parties, plaintiff's action is dismissed

without prejudice.

[ Tu.d_p(;_._ e e e ———
ws



VANTUL PRESTON (000" a4 iiupn,
ha awd Lhrough s pnaned
next fndend, i

T '..l ) Gt
LARL 7, FOWLER, Prasovaliy,
Plaiutifd

v

ROBERT MACK RoLTH!,

Defenant, Mgw"g?@?ﬁ
!G.i';,}i LI P :1 ‘I

it w o POE £

o DistRicy c%ﬁgr

This action came or 4oarn ninf belane e Ueunsw. as:d a
Jury bedng wadlved, the foncrante Judne lwfhen dolaro., Tuifed Srates
Dlstaded Judge, pacadding, and fle {asucs Goviee hees Jdus i dnded
The Cownt endencd £48 judgment, {3 44 chdonsd apd adfude o faar
Eant W, Fowlea, wersors iy, have fuddqmes? aoainsd Ihe defeniand Ln
the amound of S1,.300.59 and that Tanl @ Feitoax, as feil e and aexd
fniend of Nanded fresrcu Foefer, a minok, anus dudavcad o e amount
of FE.500.00. .

P/ fare s
Pated at Tulrva, Qhfaboma, on fﬁiéngﬁ?ﬂh“:ai bosftrmgoiss |

(g =

Fart.

GiS L e



L Lo UsiroD STRTES DISWDRIOD OOGURY FOR M'hl
WORTGETRN DISTRICT OF U6 LA

GEORGE Hl. CRAMUR,

Plaintifl,

. 70-C-259

V5.

UAPPY BUDDHA, JK., INC.
& DAVID 5. JAMLC,

ElLE
L] L)
MAR - 5 197

J0HN H. pog o
U s DistricT COEr;T

B

Deiendantea.

JUDGHME T

Now on this __ /A7 7~ day of -—E{—(/' e

1971, upon agreement of the partizss, the Court does herewvith
find the issues in ravor of the plaintiff and againnt the
dafendants and fixes the anount of plaintiff's recovery in
the sum of $1,750.00, with intercst thereon at the rate of
Pen Per Cent (10%) per annwm from the dete of the Filling of

this Judgment.

;o L
/ﬁé‘v- }1"AZ££JVM/ ﬁgKQKW£?7L/>
JUDGT OF TER UNITRL OWaTe
DISTRICE GCOURDY

APEROVEL,

Robert L. Shephexad,
Attorney for #laintiff

David 8. Janes ¢
Defendant

Gerald G. Stamper
Attorney for Defendonts




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT

OF OKLAHOMA
JOE ELLINGTON, )
)
Plaintiff, )
)
VE. ) No., C-70-290
)
ST. LOUTS~SAN FRANCISCO RAILWAY FILED
COMPANY, a Corporation,
Defendant. ) MAR 31971

JOHN H. POE, Clerk
U, S, DISTRICT COURT

ORDER OF DISMISSAL

Upon the motion of plaintiff ‘and defendunt for an order diemissing this
action with prejudice for the reason that sald case has been settled by agreement,
it 15,
Ordered pursuant to Rule %1 (a) (2) of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure
that the actions herein are dismissed with prs:-,ju:'iice. ) N
Dated this é)’ix:d day oiﬂFL‘;b;m;;r, 1971 7(/( 5

; |
S AN

United States Distyidt Judge /




T THE UNITED STATLES BISTRICT COURT FOR THE WORTHERN
DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

United Slates of America, )
)
Plaintiflf, )
) o
Ve, ) Civil No. T0~C=350
) .
icon Moore and Eva Mae ) Ei i}
Moore "
, | EILED
Defendants. % mhﬂ -3 '\S_”

QHt . POE, Cicrk
u{ S. DISTRICT COURT

JUDGMENT OF FORECLOGURE

THIS MATTER COMES on for consideration this :j' day ol March,
1971, the defendants, Leon Moore and Fva Mae Moore, appesring not; and
The Court being fully advised and having examined the file
herein finds that dué and legal service by publication wng made upon the
defendants, Leon Moore and Eva Moc Moore, as appears by Proof of Publication
filed hercin on February 26, 1971, requiring ench of thoem to answer the
Compiaint filed herein not 1nter than February 22, 1971, and it appearing
{hat said defendants have failed to file an answer herein and their default
has been entercd by the Clerk of this Court; and
The Court further finds that this is a suit based upon & mort-
;ape note and foreclosure on & real properiy mortgage securing saild mortgapse
note on the following described rehl property loceted in Tulsa County,
Oklahome, within the Northern Judicial District of Oklahoma;
Lot Twelve (12}, Block Three (3), Hartford
Hills Addition to the City of Tulsa, County
of Tulsa, State of Oklahoma, according to tho
recorded plat thereof.
The Court further finds that the material allepations of Plaintiffls
Complaint are true and correct;
That the delendants, Leon Meore and Fva Mae Moore, did, on
December 7, 1964, execute and deliver to the Administrator of Veterans
AbTairs iheir mortgajge and mortghage note for the sun of $%9,300.00, with
interest Lhereon‘at the rate of 5%% per annum and further providing for
the payment of monthly installments of principal and interest; and
11 further appears that the defendonts, fron Mooye and Eva Mae
loore, madr dofault ander the bermi o the aforesadd mortpnse note and
mortiace by reason of their ailure Lo make monthly incwallments due thoreon
on Feliruary L, 1970, which delaull has continued and thal by reason thorecol
the defendonbs, Leon Moore and Bva Muo ioore, are now indebled to the Plaintilf

P

1n the swa of $8,893.57, as unpaid principal, with inlerest thereon at tho



crte of Y05 por anman from Felraary 1, 1970, wntil paid, phus ihe costl

or Lliin action nccrued and accruing, plus Lhe sun of §i0.00 expended Tor
nbhstracting {eoes.

TP 16 THEGETFORE ORDERED, ADTUDGED and DICRERD thut the Plainliff,
Unitrd States of America, have ond recover Judyment geninst Lhe Jefendants,
st interest bhoereon

Leon Moorc and Bva Mae Moorc, ror ine sun of $0,39%.57,

~ . A B -r . N
nt the rate of G4% per anmum rom Fenruary 1, 1970, untlil paid, plus the cost
v

|

of thin aclion accrued and mecruing, plus the sum of Hho.00 expended Tor
abstLracting fees.

IT IS TIEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED and DUCREED that upon failure
of tnn defendants to satisfy Plaintiff’s money Judgment heeodin, an order of Sale
shall issuc to the United Slates Marshal Tor tne Horthnrn District of Oklahoma,
commanding him to advertise and sell, with appraisement, the poove-described
real property and apply the proceeds thereof in satislfaciion of Plaintifi’s
judrment. The residuc, if any, to be deposited with the Cicvi of this Ccourt
o await further crder of the Cowrts

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED and DECR=RD frat mven and nftler
the sale of said property, under and by virtus of this jud ol anel dooron,
the defendants and each of them and ali persons cindming undoer thom since
the filing of the complaint herein be and they are royover Larred onnd fore-
¢losad of any right, title, interest or claim in or to the renl property or

any part herecof .

'\.“ r N ' ‘
\- Joonr ’jr A /\ R {. .
_‘“_—FT-;T.;'TTF?——_-M—'_}_—"-—_'T_"
TRITRD GTATG DL TEET JubGE 4

ADPROVED:

-
AALTI
P A e
ROBGRT P. SANTER
Assistant U. 5. Attorney

ra
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT CCURT FOR THE NGRTHERN
DISTRICT OF QKLAHQOMA

SOUTHEASTERN ENTERPRISES, INC., )
NATIONAL DIVERSIFIED INDUSTRIES, INC., )
and AZALEA MEATS, INC., )
)
Plaintiffs, )
)
vs, ) No. C-69-251
J
JIMMIE J. RYAN, ELLIOTT FORBIS, )
RAYMOND CONARD, H. G. BILL DICKEY, )
KENNETH PARKER, BENNIE C. GARREN, ) -
JAMES G. RODGERS, CALVIN WAGGENER, ) =02
HCMER KQON, REX R. RUDY, MIKE G'CONNOR ) " o
and WILLIAM PARKHURST, ) FERG 8N
) LM AL Aar
Defendants. ) JGJW ,E:' _:,‘f‘:’ 5’5-3:':{:
) U 8 DisTRIST eounr

QORDER OF DISMISSAL WITH PREJUDICE
RESPECTING CERTAIN DEFENDANTS

This cause coming on before me this i day of s 1971, for
consideration of the stipulations for dismissal with prejudice entered into by the
Plaintiffs and the Defendants, Raymond Conard, Elliott Forbis, H. G. Bill Dickey,
Bennie C. Garren, James G. Rodgers, Calvin Waggener, Homer Koon, Rex R.
Rudy, Mike O'Conner and William Parkhurst, and the Court being satisfied for
good cause shown that the Plaintiffs' actions against each of said named Defendants
should be dismissed with prejudice to the bringing of another action forthe same,
and each of the parties should go hence with their costs, all without prejudice to the
Plaintiffs' action and motion for default judgment against the Defendant, Jirmmie J.
Ryan;

1T IS THEREFORE CONSIDERED, QRDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED
that the Plaintiffs' action against the Defendants, Raymond Conard, Elliott Forbis,
H. G. Bill Dickey, Bennie C. Garren, James G. Rodgers, Calvin Waggener, Homer
Koon, Rex R. Rudy, Mike Q'Connor and William Parkhurst, be anl the same are
nereby dismissed with prejudice to the bringing of another action for the same, each

party to go hence with their costs; all without prejudice to the Plaintiffs' action and

motion for defauit judgment against the Defendant Jirmmie J. Ryan.




CERTIFICATE (F MAILING

1, Jack R. Givens, do hereby certify that I caused to be mailed postage
prepaid thereon a full, true and exact copy of the foregoing (Order to all attorneys

Pl
of record and to Mr., James G. Rodgers, pro se, on this {-*‘S' day of March,1971.

. ‘j:/,.',:r'./ .

“Jack R. Givens



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

REPUBLIC NATIONAL BANK OF TULSA,
a national banking asscciation,

Plaintiff,
v

”vs. No. 70-C-158

”INTFRNATIONAL HARVESTER CO. and

)
)
)
)
)
)
;
INTERNATIONAL HARVESTER CREDIT )
)
)
)

I1CDRP()R.}"‘.'I‘ION, F I L- E D
: Defendants. MAK 4 1971

; JOHN H. POE, Clerk
h ORDER OF DISMISSAL U. S. DISTRICT COURT

This cause copming on to be considered upon the stipulation

of the parties, and it appearing that all matters in controversy
”have been amicably resolved between the parties or have become
Hmoot, and the court being fully advised; it is hereby,

H ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the above entitled and

i

inumbered cause be, and the same is, hereby dismissed with

|
lprejudice, «HQ

| /) e

b DATED: February 4; - 3971,
/|
{\

S
— r
- 4

b . i

(e Gn Dt

United States\Dlstrlct Judge

APPROVED AS TO

M), oo %

orney for Plaintiff

<

ff'fl./éc/ K&m,/ va )u«,eq“f

Attorney fq& Defendant

i




IN THE UNTTED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

GLENN BRUMLFY,

[
1

No. 70-C-395 Civil }

Petitioner,
vs.

RAY H. PAGE, Warden,
Oklahoma State Penitentiary
and THE STATE OF OKLAHOMA,

EILED
MAR - 4197}

JOHN H. POE, Clerk |
ORDER _OF DISMISSAL U, S. DISTRICT GOURTfj" -

e Ve St Nt S M N N N el St

Respondents.

Petitioner, Glenn Brumley, a state prisomer, has an application:
for a writ of habeas corpus pending in this Court under the above %
case number l/in which he seeks his release from the custody of
Respondents herein alleging that he was (1) denied his right of
appeal from his plea of guilty, (2) said plea was entered because

of promises of the prosecutor respecting the length of his sentence;

(3) irregularity in the proceedings, and, (4) excessive sentences.

Each of the above grounds was earlier presented by Petitioner

to this Court in Brumley v. Page, No. 69-C-238 Civil. He was

denied relief thereon by Judge Barrow of this Court. No appeal
was taken by Petitioner from the Judgment of this Court in No. 69- }
!

C-238 denying his petitiom.
|
|

In these circumstances the Court need not entertain this sub-
sequent identical application. Both applications are based on the

same grounds. 28 U,5.C.A. §2244(Db). ‘

/
It is sc ordered this . day of March, 1971. ‘

)

PO AN |
Fred Daugherty .S /-
United States District Judge |

1/ This application was originally filed in the United States Court:
of Appeals for the Tenth Circuit, transferred by that Court to the

United States District Court for the Eastern District of Oklahoma |
for hearing and determination and by that Court transferred to this

Court pursuant to 28 U.S.C. §2241(d) where it was regularly assigned
to the undersigned judge.



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR
THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

NANCY JOAN BROYLES, a minor, }
by WILLIAM VICTOR BROYLES, )
natural Guardian and next ) .
friend, )
)
Plaintiff,)
) b///
vS. ) Case No. 70-=C-159
)
SEARS, ROEBUCK & COMPANY, )
a corporation, ) f? I
) L
Defendant.) MARI D
UJOI,W P‘J 1971
JOURNAL ENTRY * S Dlsrmgr&cg!eﬂ,
URr

This cause came on to be heard on this 4;4;_ day of
!« f. , 1971, the plaintiff being present by her father and
next friend, William Victor Broyles, and by her attorney of re-
cord, N. Franklyn Casey, of Tulsa, Oklahoma, and the defendant
being present by its attorneys of record, Milsten and Morehead,
by David R. Milsten; and both parties announcing ready for trial
and a jury being waived in open Court, the Court proceeded to
hear the eyidence of witnesses and argument of counsel. And the
Court, being 'fully advised and on consideration thereof, finds
that the plaintiff is a minor and that said action was properly
commenced by and through her father and next friend, all as pro-
vided by law, and that the plaintiff has sustained the allega-
tions of her petition and is entitled to judgment accordingly.

IT IS, THEREFORE, ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED by
the Court that the said Nancy Joan Broyles, by and through her

father and next friend, William Victor Broyles, have and recover

agailnst said defendant, Sears, Roebuck & Company, the sum of




one Thousand Two Hundred Fifty Dollars ($1,250.00) and the costs

of this action, for all of which let execution issue.

[ i/
- Z%L{ 7@/((9////{!—/1-’

JUDGE

APPROVED AS TO FORM AND CONTENT:

N. FRANKLYN CASEY
Attorney for the Plaintiff

MILSTEN AND MOREHEAD

DANIDL R, “MITESTEN ¢/
Attofney for the Defendant

- 2 -




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR
TdE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

FILED
MAK 4 1971

JO”N H. POE, Clerk

Civil Act lon D’STR!CT COURT
No. 70-C-243 .-

DOUGLAS TEAL,

Plaintiff,

vs.

SPARTAN AVIATION CO.,

Defendant.

ORDER DISMISSING ACTION
Tranal)

NOW, on this f,,.day o , 1971, this matter comes-

I e Ar Al
" on for hearing before me, the undersigned Judge of the District

‘jCourt, upon Motiodn of plaintiff herein to dismiss this cause of
Caction.

i: The Court finds that based upon plaintiff's motion to
i;dismiss and the reasons stated therein, plaintiff is entitled

gto have this action dismissed at his request and that said action
H

gshould therefore be dismissed with prejudice to any future action
Gas requested by plaintiff.

1 IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that this

I
:actlon is hereby dismissed with prejudice against any future actlon

"arising out of the same complaint.,- )

5 Ké&fa G et

"UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

,/

I understand the foregoing order and request that

it be entered.
lecy' o s SteA

Douglaé’Teal




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

NORMAN I. NELSON,
Plaintiff, 70-C~397

vs.,

TEXACO, INC.,

FirLep \..\:"7
MAK 4 1971

: !
. $. DISTRICT coﬁrsr

Defendant.

ORDER DISMISSING CAUSE OF ACTION

SUA SPONTE, the Court finds:

That heretofore and on the 7th day of January, 1971,
this Court entered an order overruling the application for
jeave to file action under Title VII of the Civil Rights Act
of 1964 {sec. 2000e-5 of Title 42 U.5.C.) without payment of
fees, costs or security and for the appointment of counsel.

At that time plaintiff was ordered to furnish the name of his
counsel within 15 days and prepay the costs of this litigation,
failing which the cause of action would be dismissed.

ft has come to the attention of the Court that plaintiff
has failed to comply with the order of this Court, has failed to
obtain the services of retained counsel, has failed to prepay
the filing costs. The Court, therefore, finds, that said cause
of action should be dismissed for lack of prosecution.

IT IS, THEREFORE, ORDERED that this cause of action be
and the same is hereby dismissed.

ENTERED this ;‘4/ day of March, 1971.

DA L

7
i [ /éf'(’f.:-a & [ }

UNITED (ETATES DISTRICT JUDGE



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE NORTHERN LISTRICT
OF OKLAHOMA

LOUISE COWDEN, ;
F;: i LLE L
Plaintiff, )} MAR - 51511
JOHN H. POE, Clerk

ELLIOTT L. RICHARD3SON, Secretary
of Health, Education and Welfare,

v\—»vvv\—v\E—v

No., 70-C=155
Civil

Defendant.

OCRDER

Upon review of the file the Court finds that there is
not pregent certain substantial evidence necessary to support
the Hearing Examiner's denial of Social Security Disability
Benefits to the plaintiff and that this case should be remanded
for further hearing.

IT IS THEREFORE, ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED Ly the
Court that this case be remanded for further hearing before the
Hearing examiner for Social Security Disability Benefits to
the plaintiff.

TRED DAUGHERTY

JUDGE



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

JAMEE D, HODGSON, Secretary of Labor

)
United States Department of Labor )
)
Plaintiff )
) Civil Action File
V. )
} No. 70-C-99
CHARLES CARRELL, individually doing )}
business as CLAREMORE LAUNDRY AND ) i 1-
DRY CLEANERS ) F LED
) MAR - 5 1971
Defendant )
JOHN H. POE, Clerk
U. S. DISTRICT COURT
Q OF DIS S

Plaintiff having filed his complaint herein, and
thereafter defendant, Charles Carrell, individually
doing business as Claremore Laundry and Dry Cleaners,
having assured plaintiff and this court that he will
comply in the future with the provisions of the Fair
Labor Standards Act of 1938, as amended, and defendant
having heretofore entered into a stipulation of
compliance, wherein he specifically agrees to comply
with all pertinent provisions of the Fair Labor Standards
Act, and defendant having agreed to pay to plaintiff
$2,500 as unpaid minimum wage and overtime compensation
for the use and benefit of certain of defendant's present
and former employees;

It is, therefore, ORDERED, ADJUDGED, and DECREED
that the above styled and numbered cause be, and the same

hersby is, dismissed with costs to defendant.

s
~—/jj/i’ L ) o )

NN R Ry T
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




JOE:elp
3-8-71
1/3

O 1031 JWITED STA ""E'-S D" Vi
SORTHERDN g

FILED
MAR 111971

VIRGIL N, siAREINCTY “‘u, Area Director, Lureay )

of Indian Aj CRuth 8. DeRs Teatate, and } JOHN H. POE, Clerk

the heirs of "'mia"tasa, de g ) U. S DlSTRICT COURT
B, DeHANADL, deceased; M

TSTATE OF ®UTS
JESSE LEE DeliANAY and MARY LOU el AAS WORKS,
heirs of Ruth 13, Delianas, deceasad,

—— e

CIVILHO,
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“Hlaintiils,
v, : Tho-il =28

)
UNITED STATILS O AMERICA, )
S \

STIPV LA TION OF DLAMSSAL

Attorneya Yor plaintiffs do hereby stimdate as tollows:
It iv rnezesy stipulated and agreed the: tho above entitled action be dis-

missed with nre’udice, each party to bear ils own costs,

E, HART

Y V. B0
TAMLG O, ELLISOWY
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United States Avtorrey
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United States Mistrict Judge
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EUTATE OF nalkRy « RAWFIGH, deceased; 1 JOHN H. POE, Clerk
ALJCE MATIN S e TUTHILL, PESTL CRriTiE U. s. D!STRICT COURT
CHITECEOY o7y, ALICE CRA Nk ’
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VIRGIL N,

fhe heirs of i3

LZSTATE OF b
JEAN ANN QUATAW BILE, GLNA..V
HOPEMA, 0.,
THE TRUST NSTATL of HENRY T,
heirs of Benjaniin

AENRY E,

AR

HARRINGETON,
of Indian Afiatr s, o t .enjamin (uapaw i
uARAW, GRURIED

¢..l Jll
AN

Vv

. JUAT AW,

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

CEARLE

COUNITED STATES

NORTHRERH “'L"",“h” S S 2N

Area Director,

uwapaw, deceased
H] ¥

b

.elate, and

JESNH T (""EJ'F T ¥OIL T

FILED
MAR 111971

Sureau

)
}
g0d; )
feceased; ) JOHN H. POE, Clerk
_‘E 100 L.'u\{.\“i}i"- LI5EY, ) u. S D]STR]GT CUURT
TS T, dOTTMAN, and )
HOPTWN s SNy 3
3 CIVIL NO,
Plaintilfs, )
: 69 - ¢ - 31
)
;
Detfendant.
tendant )

STIPUT.A 710N OF DISMISSAL

Attorneys For plaintifis do hereby stipulate as follows:

It is hereby stipulated and agreed that the sbove entitied action be dis-

missed with prejulice,

this matter was pr%cnted

each party to hear ite owi costs.

Jo VoA
EYTOU V., BOONE
TAMES O, ELLISON
514 “'011; Building IR
Tulsa, Oklahoma 741030 /1// ( P ’

| _z"_ . ( . //(/C‘,W.w.
G ) 3

Ty

James O, Bilison
A rrorany s for alaintitdy

LLMTTRAL L, CRARAT

(W

-
i
Cnitea States At ‘:ox‘ne

- /Q W

Tobert
Aesigtant United 8
Surmeary mor defeadant
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B 2

ates Attorney

QROEN OF DISTATNGA

Before 'l‘:‘,é Honwrable Fred anpﬁ‘u L‘y, at Tulsa, in tneymzxthern D1st1;_1et*, .

the \,ourt upon £

fie above e tivled &

_,t1pu1at1on of the D:l‘uﬂtxffs and

Lloll with prejudice, e‘ac]l;a rty

. R

“United States Disteict fdge



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURYT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLACMA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, g
Plaintirf, ; CIVIL ACTION WNO. V1-C-32
rs. g
JACK R. GREGORY end CORDIE MAY GREGORY,)
! Elegp
Defendants. )
MAR 1 1 1971
DEFAULT JUDGMERT BY THE CLERK JOHN H. POE,

us. DisTRicT COURY

This cause cmne on to be heard on motion of the plainti:i? for
default judgment for the relief dewmended in the complaint, and it appearing
the complaint and surmons in this action were served on the defendants on
Februery 16, 1971, as appears from the Mershal's return of pervice of said
surmnons; that the time within which the defendsnts may answer or oltherwise move
as to the complaint has expired; that the defendants have not answvered or other-
vwise moved, and thet the time for defendants to answer or otherwise move has
not been extended.

It further appearing, as evidenced by the arfidavit of the plaintiff,
that ths defemdants are neither infants nor incompetent persons, and thet the
defendants are not in the military service of the United States.

It further appearing thet plaintiff's claim against the defendents 1z
for & ecertain sum which can by camputation be made certain.

IT If HEREBRY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the plaiutifi recover
of the defendants the smount prayed for in the sum of $10,130.95 with interest
on the sum of $10,130.95 at. the rate of 7% per anmm from November 19, 1970,
until psid, end for the costs of this action.

Dated this ' day of March, 1971.

JOHN H. PGE, Clerk
United States District Court for
the Northern District of Oklehoma

By: B / A E
Deputy




UNITED STATES DISTRICT CCURT FOR THE
NORTHERK DISTRICT OF OKTAHOMA

United Stetes of Americs,

Plaintiff,
CIVIL ACTION NO. 69-C-133
vs.
Tract No. 423M
40,00 Acres of Land, More or less,
Situate in Rogers County, State of
Oklahoma, and Lloyd Bible, et al,
and Unknown Owners,

e S e e e M e N t”

EILED
MAR 15 1971

J UDGMENT JOHN H. POE, Clerk
U. S. DISTRICT COURT

Defendants.

—

1.

NOW, on this _Jgg:_ day of March, 1971, this matter comes on for
disposition on application of the Plaintiff, United States of America, for
entry of judgment on the Report of Commissioners filed herein on January 22z,
1971, and the Court, after having examined the files in this action and
being advised by counsel for the Plaintiff, finds that:

2.

The Court hes jurilsdjction of the parties and the subject matter
of this action.

3.

This judgment applies only to the estste condemned in Tract No.
L23M, as such estate snd tract are described in the Complaint and Declara-
tion of Taking, filed in this action.

L,

Service of Process has been perfected either perspnally or by
publication notice, as provided by Rule T1A of the Federal Rules of Civil
Procedure, on mll partles defendant in this cause who are interested in
subject property.

5.

The Acts of Congress set cut in paragraph 2 of the Complaint
filed herein give the United States of Amerlca the right, power apnd author-
ity to condemn for public use the property described above in paregraph 2.
Pursuant thereto, on July 31, 1969,the United States of America filed its
Declaration of Taking of such property, and title thereto should be vested

in the United States of America, as of the date of filing such instrument.



O

gimultanenusly wila i'1ling the Declereiion f UHaking, there was
deposit:d in the Registry of “r:g Coaur? os e¢stimated compensation for the
estate takern in the subje~t tract & certain sum ol money, and none of this
devosit has been disbursed es set ont below in paragraph 10.

T.

The Report of Commissioners filed hereln on January 22, 1971,
hereby is approved. The amount of just compensation for the estate taken
in the sublect tract, ns fixed by the Commission, is set put beliow in
paragraph 10U,

8.

The defendanis named in parsgrayb 10 as owners of the subject
tract are the only defendouts asseriing anv interest in the estate condemned
therein, all other defendants having either digelaimed or defaulted. As of
the date of taking the named defendants were the owners of the respective
interests in the estats condemned “terein ag shova in such paragraph 1C and,
as such, are entitled to recelve the fust coupensation awarded by this
Judgment.

9.

It Is, Therefore, ORDERED, ADIJDGED and DECREED that the United
States of Americs has the right, power, end authority =z condemn for public
use the subject tract, as such trzct i1s described in the Declaration of
Taking filed herein, aud suech property, to the extent of the estate
described in the Leclaration of Taking filed hevein. is condemned, and
title thereto 1s vested 'n *he United States of Awmerica, as of the dete of
filing euch Decluraticn of Taking, and all defendants herein and all other
persons are forever barred from asserting any claiam to such estate,

lo.

It Is Furthor ORDERKD, IYJIDGED sad DECREED thet the right tc
receive the just couwpeusption for the esigte taken hevein In subject tract
is vested in the defendanis whose names appear telow in this paragraph;
the Report of Commissioners ol Januery 22, 1971, hereby 1is confirmed, and
the sum therein fixed is adopted as just compensation for the estate teken

in subject tract, as shown by the folloving schedule:

-2



TRACT ¥p, LoiM

Owners;

Lloyd Bible and
Ruby Bible {joint tenants)

Avard of just compensation,
pursuant to Commissioners' Report - - - $200,00 $200.00

Deposited as eatimated compensation =~ - -~ - $200,.00

Disbureed to owners = = - = = = = = « = = 4« & 4 o -« « L - - - None
Balance due to owners - = - = = = - = = = = = = = = « = - - - - $200.00
11.

It Is Further ORDERED that the Clerk of this Court shall

disburse the sum on deposit for Traet No. 423M in this civil action, as

follows:
To Lloyd Bible and Ruby Bible, Jointly, - - - - $200.00.
/e/ Allen E. Barrow
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
APPROVED:

/s/ Bubert A. Marlow

HUBERT A, MARLOW
Assistant United States Attorney



iN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

THE FIRST NATIONAL BANK OF

}
ATLANTA, )
)
Plaintiff, } 70-C-162
)
vs, )
. }
LINDA VANCE MULLENDORE, )
Special Administratrix of the )
Estate of E. ¢. Mullendore, II1I, ) F= l L— EE [)
deceased, ) MAR 151971
)
pefendant. ) JOHN H. POE, Clerk

U, S, DISTRICT COURT,

ORDER DISMISSING COMPLAINT AND CAUSE OF
ACTION WITHOUT PREJUDICE

The Court has for consideration the Motion to Dismiss
Without Prejudice filed by the plaintiff herein, the brief in
" support thereoft and, being fully advised in the premises, finds:
That said motion should be sustained and the compliant and
cause of action should be dismissed without prejudice.
IT 15, THEREFORE, ORDERED that the motion to dismiss without
prejudice be and the same is hereby sustained and this complaint
and cause of action be and the same are hereby dismissed.

ENTERED this /5;/ day of March, 1971.

&;0 £}

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

MARVIN A. POOL and PEARL POOL, )
)
Plaintiffs, )
) :
-vs- : ). NO., 70-C-260
)
ST. LOUIS-SAN FRANCISCO ) "
RAILWAY COMPANY, ) E i i E D
) 14
De fendant. h] NAR 15 (oI

JOHN H. POE, Clerk
Y. S. DISTRICT COURT..,
JUDGMENT :

This cause coming on for trial on its merits on the 27th day of
January, 1971. All parties appeared by their respective counsel of
record, and the plaintiff Marvin A. Pool appeared in person. Thereupon
the Court heard evidence in the cause and continued the matter for
further hearing to March 3, 1971. On this 3rd day of March, 1971, all
of the parties appeared as had heretofore been before the Court on
January 27, 1971. The Court did hear further evidence from the parties
and having considered the briefs filed herein and the oral arguments of
counsel herein thereupon entered its findings of fact and conclusions
of law. Pursuant to the findings and conclusions it is adjudged and
decreed, as follows:

iIT IS ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the plaintiffs, Marvin A, Pool and
Pearl Pool have and recover -judgment against the defendant, St. Louis-
San Francisco Railway Company, 4 corporation of the state of Missouri,
in the sum of $9,35%.00, with interest thereon at the rate of 6% per
annum from the 3rd day of March, 1971, and that the plaintiffs have
judgment for their costs herein expended as against defendant.
£ ™ A
A A A

S

United States District Jud%é\




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THHE :
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CKLAHOMA

WITSON JTAMES MERRITT, JR.,

Plaintifr,

V. Civil Action
No. 70~C-?62“//

J It GREEN, d/b/a GREEN . ;
VUNERAL, HOME, FILED
Defendant. ! MAR 151971

JOHN H. POE, Clerk
U. S. DISTRICT cou%

ORDER ALLOWING DiSMISSAL ON STIPULATION

Upon stipulation of both parties for leave to dismics

the above action with prejudice and with cost to plaintiff, it
is hereby ordered that said complaiﬁt pe dismissed with prejudice
_ at the cost of plaintiff. '

: ) Lot
i DATED this [!) _ day of March, 1971. '

i
( ;; éj/ /ém s |
T T JUDGE !

LAW OFFICES
UNGERMAN,
GRAREL,

UNGERMAN }

& Laiten ' .

HIXTH FLOOR
WRIGHT BLHLDING

TULBA, OKLAHOWA




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

United States of America,

Plaintiff,
CIVIL ACTION XO. T0-C-300
ve.
Tract No. 1206M
50.00 Acres of Land, Nore or Less,
Situate in Howata County, State of
Oklshoma, and Barbara Y. Schwebe,

et al, and Unknown Quners,

FI1LED

Defendants. MAR 151971
JOHN H. POE, Clerk
JUDGHENT U, S. DISTRICT COURT.

1.

NOW, on this /... day of Juw.. /., 1971, this matter cames on

for disposition on applicetion of Pleintiff, United States of America, for
entry of judgment on a stipulastion of the parties agreeing upon just
compensation, and the Court, after having examined the files in this act-

ion and being advised by counsel for Plaintiff, finds:

o

This Judgrent applies to the entire estate condemned in Tract
No. 1206M, as such estate and tract are described in the Complaint filed
in this action.
3.
The Court has jurisdiction of the parties and subject matter of

this metion.
4,

Service of Process has been perfected either personally, or by
publication notice, as provided by Kule T1A of Federel Rules of Civil
Procedure, on all parties defendant in this cause who are interested in
subject tract.

5.

The scte of Congress set out in paragraph 2 of the Complaint
herein give the United Stetes of America the right, power, and authority to
condemn for public use the estate described in such compleint. Pursuant
thereto, on September 25 1970, the United States of America filed itas
Declarmtion of Taking of such deseribed property, and title to the des-
cribed estste in such property should be vested in the United States of

Americs as of the dete of filing the Declaration of Taking.



€.

Simultaneously with filing the Declarstion of Teking, there was
deposited in the Registry of this Court, as estimated compensation for the
teking of a certain estate in subject tract, & certain sum of money, and
none of this deposit has been disbursed, as set out below in peragraph 1Z2.

T.

On the date of taking in this =sctlon, the owners of the estate
takes in subject tract were the defendants whose names are shown below in
paragraph 12, Such nemed defendatts are the only perscns asserting any
intereat in the estate taken in such tract, all other persons having
either disclaimed or defaulted, and such nemed defendants are entitled to
receive the just compensation awarded by this judgment.

8.

The owners of the subj]ect tract and the United States of Amerlca
have executed and filed herein a Stipulstion As To Just Compensation
wherein they have agreed that just compensation for the estate condemned
in subject tract is in the smount shown as compensation in paragreph 12
below, and such stipulation should be epproved.

9.

This judgment will create a deficiency between the amount de-
posited as estimated compensation for sghject tract and the amount fixed
by the Stipulation As To Just Compensation, and the emount of such defi-
ciency should be deposited for the benefit of the owners. Such defi-
clency is set out below in parpgpeph 12.

' 10,

It Is, Therefore, ORDERED, ADJUDGED, and DECREED that the
United States of America has the right, power, and authority to condemn
for public use Tract Hoe. 1206M, es such trect is particularly described
in the Complaint filed herein; and such tract, to the extent of the estate
deserived in such Complaint is condemned and title thereto is vested in
the Unlted States of America, as of Sebtember 25, 1970, and all defendants
herein and all other persons interested in such estate are forever barred

from ssserting any claim to such estate.



11.

It Is Further ORDERED, ADJUDGED and LECREED that on the date of
taking, the owners of the estate condemned herein in subject tract were
the defendants whose names sppear below in paregraph 12, and the right to
receive the just compensation for the estate taken herein in this tract
ig vested in the parties so named.

1z2.

It Is Further ORDERED, ADJUDGED, and DECREED that the Stipulation
As To Just Compensetion, mentioned in paragraph B above, hereby is con-
firmed; end the sum therein fired is adopted as the award of just com-
vensation for the estete condemned in subject tract as follows:

TRACT 50. 1206

OWNERS :

Barbara Y. SchwAbema— e —1/3

George Blaine Schwabe, Jr. e e 2/15

Robert Vernon Schwabe--— e /15

John Leonard Schwabe—- - —_— -—=2/15

Emily Jeannette Bailey---—- ———————— e e 2/15

William Henry Schwabew———n~——- —— ~-2/15
Award of just compensation,

pursuant to Stipulation-es—memme $L450.00 450,00
Deposited as estimated compensation----mswmmeommmweaa3200.00
Disbursed to OWNErS———— - e e e e e e e Hone
Balance due to owners--- - —=f456,00
Deposlt deficlencymmm e m e $250..00

13,

It is Further ORDERED, ADJUDGED, and DECEEED that the United
States of Averica shall deposit in the Registry of this Court, in this civil
action, to the credit of the subject tract, the deficiency sum of $250.00C,
and the Clerk of this Court then shell disburse, the deposit in this case
as follows:

Barbara Y. Schvabees=-svmmmum—nwssmma—=5150,00

George Blaine Schwebe, Jr,—————e—mmmmmeue- €0.00
Robert Vernon Schwabe—rmmmm—oomvecmommmoe—— 60.00
John Leonerd Schwabe-——rm—— oo s e e oo 60,00
Emily Jeannette Bailey—--mmmcmmcc o e e 60. 00
William Henry Schwabe—w-ce—mse—mva oo 60.00

;5@«%{_ffﬁayﬁ&w/y
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

APPROVED:

HUBERT A. MARLOW
Assistant United States Attorney
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE UNITED STATES FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

E.V. SHEWMAKER, )
. )
Plaintiff, )
)
vs ) No. C-70-197
) ' .
ISIDOR SCHUMACHER, )
) FILED
Defendant ) 7
MAR 15 1971
JOUN H. POE, Clerk
ORDER_OF DISMISSAL U. S. DISTRICT CQURT

ON this g‘f day of//("} ¢+ /i, 1971, upon the written
application of the parties for a Dismissal with Prejudice of the Com-
plaint and all causes of actien, the Court having examined said applica-
tion, finds that said parties have entered into a compromise settlement
covering all claims involved in the Complaint and have requested the
Court to dismisa said Complaint with prejudice to any future action,
and the Court being fully advised in the premises, finds that said Com-
plaint should be dismissed pursuant to said application.

IT 15 THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED by the Court that
the Complaint and all causes of action of the plaintiff filed herein
against the defendant be and the same hereby 1s dismissed with prejudice

to any future action.

(e, ot Derame

JUDGE, DISTRICT COURT OF THE UNITED
STATES, NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

APPROVAL:

SﬂbﬁM&?E & BRIGG
s ..
//,.( LT et L,A\// .o

S

rd

Attorneys for the Plaintiff,

ALFRED KN

httorﬁéy{ for thé Jefyﬂant MY



IN THI UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT OF TIIE NORTIHIERN

DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA,

L. D, COOK,

Plaintiff, EILE D
MAR2 3 1971

JOHN "H. POEClerk

U- S. DISTRICT COURT

Vs

SQUARE 11 INDUSTRIES, INC,,

a Corporation,
Defendant,

No. civit-10E2fo L) & D

MR 104971 .
ORDER DISMISSING ACTION. JOHN H, POE, Clork
U, $. DISTRICT Cougr

It appearing to the Court from the written Motion of the plaintiff

herein that the within controversy has been settled and that the within action

should be dismissed with prejudice to any future action,

IT IS, THEREFORE, ORDERED that the within action be and the

same is hereby dismissed with prejudice to any future action.

&
DATED at Tulsa, Oklahoma, this /%—' day of March, 1971.

United States District Judge



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

LARRY CASTLEBERRY,

Plaintiff, 71-Cc-23

V5.

NRM CORPORATION, a foreign
corporation, et al.,

E 1L E D
MAR 151971

JOHN H. pog, ¢y
» Clerk
U. S. DISTRICT COEIrRT

Defendants.

ORDER SUSTAINING PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO DISMISS THE
DEFENDANTS, AMERICAN MUTUAL LIARBILITY INSURANCE
COMPANY AND AFFILIATED F.M. INSURANCE
COMPANY

The Court has for consideration the Motion to Diasmiss
filed by the plaintiff as to the defendants, American Mutual
Liability Insurance Company and Affiliated F.M. Insurance
Company, the brief in support thereof, and the responses of
the other defendants, and, being fully advised in the premises,
finds:

That said motion should be sustained.

IT 1S, THEREFORE, ORDERED that the plaintiff's Motion to
Dismiss the defendants, American Mutual Liability Insurance
Company and Affiliated F.M. Insurance company be and the same
is hereby sustained and the complaint and cause of action as
to American Mutual Liability Insurance Company and Affiliated
F.M. Insurance Company are hereby dismissged.

ENTERED this 7 day of March, 1971.

L
QJQ- / > e ﬁ'z*(,élt-”l_./l’

WNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

LARRY CASTLEBERRY,

Plaintiff, 71-C-23

vS.

NRM CORPORATION, a foreign

corporation, AMERICAN MUTUAL LIABILITY
INSURANCE COMPANY, a foreign insurance
company, AFFILIATED F .M. INSURANCE COMPANY,
a foreign insurance company, and

ROBERT CARPENTER,

FILED
MAR 15197)

JOHN H. POE, Cler
U. 8. DISTRICT COURT

Defendants.

ORDER SUSTAINING DEFENDANT, ROBERT CARPENTER 'S
MOTION TO DISMISS CAUSE OF ACTION AS TO
HIM

The Court has for consideration the Motion to pismiss,
or in the alternative to grant summary judgment, as to the
defendant, Robert Carpenter, the affidavit of Robert Carpenter,
the brief in support thereof, and the response filed by
the plaintiff, and, being fully advised in the premises, finds:

That plaintiff has admitted that his previous information
with reference to Robert Carpenter was incorrect and by his
response tenders a dismissal of his petition against the
defendant, Robert Carpenter, only.

IT 1S, THEREFORE, ORDERED that the Motion to Dismiss of
the defendant, Robert Carpenter, be and the same is hereby
sustained upon the tender of plaintiff to dismiss the petition
as to him and this complaint and cause of action against the
defendant, Rcbert Carpenter, is dismissed.

ENTERED this /< day of March, 1971.

.0 'hﬂ .
(/(??} CE““ - /&

) dod & g
"UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE_//
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FQR THE NORTHERN
DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

ELIZABETH DONOVAN %

Plaintiff %
Vs 3 NO. 70-C-293

)

KOLMA N. INGALLS ) ]

Defendant )

MAR 17197
ORDER JOHN H. POE, Clery

U. S. DISTRICT COURT

Now on this 17th day of March, 1971, the above entitled
cause comes on for hearing before me, the undersigned Judge
on pléintiff‘s Motion to Remand and the defendént's Motion l
to Dismiss. The court being fully advised in the premises and
upon statement of counsel finds that plaintiff's Motion to
Remand should be sustained and the cause remanded to the
District Court in and for Tulsa County.

IT IS THEREFORE GRDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the
plaintiff's Motion to Remand should be and the same is hereby
sustained, and said cause is remanded to the Distri ct Court inm

and for Tulsa County.

SL v ¥ B

Judge

ws



IN THE DISTRICT CQURT OF THE UNITED STATES FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

BERTHA CROMWELL,

Il LED

)
)
Plaintiff, )
| MAR 1 8 1971
R ) JOHN H. POE, Clerk
) . s DISTRICT COURT
BEATRICE MUDRYK and )
JUANITA NEWELL, ) No. 71-C-16
)
Defendants. )
QORDER

NOW on this 10th day of March, 1971, before the Honorable
Luther Bohanon, Judge of the District Court of the United States
for the Northern District of Oklahoma, the Motion to Remand,
filed by the plaintiff, Bertha Cromwell, came on for hearing;
Bertha Cromwell being Present and represented by her attorney,

Dale Warner; the defendant Juanita Newell, being represented by
her attorney, Ray Wilburn. The court, after hearing argument by
counsel, and being fully advised in the premises, finds that the
Motion to Remand of plaintiff, Bertha Cromwell, should be sustained.

IT IS THEREFOQORE, ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the plain-

tiff's Motion to Remand is sustained and the case remanded to the

District Court in and for Mayes County, State of Oklahoma.

,énifiéﬁf;fﬁ/

= i

Jddge
Aﬁ/FOVEﬁ AS TO FORM:

Jn.

Att/rnef for Plaintiff

'3

h‘jﬂ/ /'J‘ w%/‘“gfb’“ﬂ*““

\

Attogpey for Defendant

/

mt



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
POR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

FiLED
MAK 14197

I0HN H. POL, Clerk
U. 5. DISTRICT COURT

BRIDES SHOWCASE INTERNATIONAL, INC.,
A Coanecticut Corporatlon,

Plaintiff,
_vs-

JOSEPH S. JONDALL and ALPHA GENERAL

CORPORATION, an Oklahoma Corporation,
Civil Action File

No, 71-C-4

N Nt Nt Nt Vgt et Nt N N N Vgt

Defendants.

ORDER OF DEFAULT JUDGMENT AGAINST
DEFENDANT ALPHA GENERAL CORPORATION

Now on this 17th day of March, 19%71, there comes before
the Court for its consideration the wmotion previously filed
by the plaintiff for a default judgment against the defendant,
Alphs Geners! Corporation. The plalntiff was present by
and through its attorney of record, Richard T. Sonberg.
Noither the defendant, Alpha Goneral Corporstion, an Cklahoma
ceorporation, nor the individual defendant, Joseph 5. Jondahl,
wgs present in person or by counsel, it appeariang to the Court
that such defendants are hiding themselves to avoid service
of process and their present whereasbouts is unknown to the Court.
Whereupon, the {ourt reviewed the motion flled herein by
the plaintiff for default judgment aguinst the defendant,
Alpha General Corporation, and it is the determination of the
Court that it has good and proper jurisdiction over the subject
matter herein and alsc in personam jurisdiction over the
defendant, Alpha General Corporstion, by reason of summons
served upon the Socretary of State of the State of Oklahoma
&s statutory agent for the service of process of that Oklahome
corporation, since its designated registered agent in the
State of Oklahoma, Joseph 5. Jondahl, is no. longer present at

the registorad office of said corporation, that being 315



National Bank of Tulss Building, Tulsp, Oklahowa, and it
further appearing that ssid Joseph &. Jondahl has zbsconded
and cannot be found after diligent sesrch by the plaintiff
and its attorneys.

It 18 further the deferpination of the Court that more
than tweaty (20) days have elapsed since the plaintiff effected
service of summons and m copy of the Complaint herein upon
Alpha General (Corporation and that said defendant has wholly
failed to plead or otherwise dofend against said Complaint,
and it Lis the further determination of the Court that thea
defendant, Alpha General Corporation, is in default and that
the plaintiff is entitled to have a default judgment entered
dagainst said corporation.

It 4s further the determination of the Court that the
question of the smount of sald default judgment should be
reserved at this time pending proof of the amount of the
plaintiff's claim at the time this matter is presented on the
morits against the defendant, Joseph S. Joudahl.

WHERBFORE, the Court does hereby order and decree that
the plaintiff is entitled to a default judgment agaiast the
defendant, Alpha General Corporation, with the amount of
such judgment to be heremfter determined upon hearing of the
plaintiff's Complaint against the dofendant, Josepih S. Jondahl.
It is further ordered by the Court that at the time of such
judgment the plaintiff will be entitled to recover ity costs
against the defendant, Alpha General Corporation, expended
herein, fincluding a reasonable attorneys fee,

ORDERED tnis 17th day of March, 1971.

S

S iyl
>/i5;{262«/ I nﬁndﬁ'éhﬂau

United States Distyrict Judge



v mHE UNITED STATES proTRier court mor mimo O L0 B O
NORTHERN DTSTRICT OF OKLATIOIM MAR 1 41971

JORN H. POE, Clerk
U. S DISTRICT COURT

)
)
Petlitioner,
NO. TF1-C-60
)

Respondent,

Ly amaTES OF AMERICA,

0ORDER

T Sourt has before 1t a forma pauperisg, pro se instrument »of
mw - Newton entitled "Motion for Transcript of Trial." Therein, peti-
£ amew nlnoa vequests coplew of the complaint, warrant, record »f Com-
g norts proceedinga Commissioner's final comﬁitmént and any other
s ewmot'on pertaining to his trlal. Petitioner alleges that he be-
1liever ne was 1llegally convicted of conspiracy to sell neroin and needs
the reguecsied Court records prior to filing a § 2255 Motion.

The Court finds that petitloner was tried by Jjury and convicted in
Crem o, TO-CR-40 in this Northern District of Oklahoma, and that he was
rentenced therein on August 10, 1970. That the said cause of actisn was
arnperlert, and d transciipt of the trial and sentencing is filed in said
apresl oy pending before the United States Court of Appeals Tenth Cir-
cult; an”, this Court 1s wilthout Jurisdiction in the said TO-CR-U40 during
the pendency of the appeal.

myrtner, the Court finds that a motion for production of documents
ciould ne sverruled when the movant fails to state why or in what respect

the aorent was allegedly illegal that he propos>ses to challenge at some
ckgve Ante. The statutory right to proceed in forma pauperis does not
“pnvees tie right to obtain coples AT transcripts and Court records with-

st ooooreat therefor to use In proposed or prospectlve litigation.

P

TT 70, THEREFORE, ORDERED that the motion to be furnished with
< an - # Court records wilthout payment therefor be and the same 1s
envce- - -yerruled, and thls cause ~f actlon is dismissed.

Ceecthis :fsfﬁ day of March, 1971, at Tulsa, Oklahoma.
LRet._ Céézj//;;;§i--q,-_,

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




TN THE UNITED STATRS DISTRICT COURT TPOR
THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

DOWLINE CONSTRUCTION
COMPANY, INC., an Oklahoma
corporation,

Plaintiff,

y;

70-C-369 /

-Vs- No.

-

PRECISTON POLYMERS, INC.,
a Delaware corporation,

Mt et Nt it o e e Sl St ot St St e et S At

Defendant.

EIL-ED

_ sy 22197 et
H .
ORDER OVERRULING MOTION TO pismiss of U, § DIST POE, Clerk
DEFENDANT, DENYING AN INTERIM APPEAL RicT Coupr
AND ORDERING CONSOLIDATION OF CAUSE
WITH CAUSE NO. 70-C-179

This cause came on for hearing on this 10th day of March,
1971, upon the motion to dismiss of the defendant, at which tirme
the plaintiff appeared by its attorney, Paul E. Garrison, and the
defendant appeared by its attorney, David H. Sanders. The defendant
offered in support of its motion to dismiss, affidavit of Marvin
Rosenblum, and the plaintiff offered the deposition of J. D. Sitton.
The Court, after having heard and considered the affidavit and
deposition, and argument of counsel, and being fully advised in
the premises, finds that the motion to dismiss of the defendant
should be overruled in toto. Thereupon; the defendant in open
court requested the Court to certify the questicn of jurisdiction
as to the first count and second count, and especially the second
count, in that considerable work would be required to get ready
to defend the second count for the claims arising out of the Ralls
County, “Missouri project and that a decision by the Tenth Circuit
Court of Appeals on jurisdiction would be decisive in this case
and, thorefore, asked that the Court certify an interim appeal

and the Court refused to do so, stating that the matter could



be considercd at the time of trial. The Court further finds that
the motion of the plaintiff te consolidate this cause with Cause
¥o. 70-C-179 pending in this Court, wherein Cement Asbestos
Products Company is plaintiff angd Bowline Construction Company,
inc., i1s defendant, should be granted. The Court further finds
that the defendant, Precision Polymers, TInc., should be granted
20 days hereafter within which to answer.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED by
the Court that the defendant's motion to dismiss the first and
second counts of the plaintiff's complaint bhe and the same are
hereby cverruled.

BE IT FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED by the Court
that the oral application of the plaintiff for a certificate of
interim appeal to the Tenth Circuit of Appeals on the guestion
of jurisdiction be and the same is hereby denied.

BE IT FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED by the Court
+hat the motion of the plaintiff to consolidate this cause with
Cause No. 70-C-179 styled Cement Asbestos Products Company, &
corporation, vs. Bowline Construction Company, Inc., and United
States Fidelity and Guaranty Company, a corporation, defendant,
be and the same is hereby sustained and this cause is herewith
consolidated for further proceedings with said Civil Action No.
70-C-179.

BE IT FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED by the Court
that the defendant, Precision Polymers, Inc., be granted 20

days hereafter within which to answer.

DGE

APPROVED AS TO FORM:
/

LS ';h,,“{¥»_
/}/”/z [ AT

ETTORNLEY R PLAINTIFF

L.

FTTORNEY FOR - DEFENDANT .




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

SINCLAIR-KCPPERS COMPANY,
a Partnership,

Plaintiff,
VS. No. 71-C-25

SOUTHERN PETROCHEMICALS CORPORATICN,
a Corporation,

e Nt e e e e N Yt e Tt

ILED

Defendant.
MAR 2 3 197t
S uDbcMEN T JOHN H. POE, Clerk
U. §. DISTRICT. COURT

The plaintiff having moved for default judgment on March 3,
1971, pursuant to verified application, the court does hereby find
that this action was filed by complaint February 1, 1971, and valid
service was made upon the defendant February 3, 1971, and the de-
fendant failed within twenty ({20) days thereafter to plead or answer
to the complaint. The court deoes find the defendant in default
herein and grants to the plaintiff judgment against the said Southern
Petrochemicals Corporation, a corporation, in the amcunt of $25,424.33,
the amound demanded in the complaint hercin with interest of 6% from
October 13, 1970, to date of judgment and 10% thereafter until paid,
together with plaintiff's costs. The court further having received

evidence does hereby award plaintiff a reasonable attorney's fec in

o<
the amount of ;2{175(5\\‘\ to be taxed as costs of the case.

JUDGMENT SO ENTERED this 4.3/ day of March, 1971.

'Unlted States District Judge



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHGMA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, ) a
) -
Plaintiff, % Civil Action No. T0O-C-281
Vs, )
)
WILL WILLHITE and AUDIE WILLHITE, )
| S FILED
Defendants g MAR 2 2 1971

JOHN H. POE, Cierk
U. S. DISTRICT COURT
STIPULATION OF DISMISSAL

It is hereby sﬁipulated by and between the United States of America,
pleintiff, and Will Willhite end Audle Willhite, defendants, that the above-
captioned ection 1s dismissed with prejudice.

Dated this 2.7, ./ day of March, 1971.

NATHAN G. GRAHAM
United States Attorney

%{"’:’/ T N A

-

ROBERT P. SANTEE
Assistant United States Attorney

J7 LGS

WILL WILLHITE

o

AUDIE WILLHITE




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
HORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHONA

United States of America,

Flaintiff, CIVIL ACTION HO. T0-C-205

vs. Tract No. 1025M

40.00 Acres of Land, More or Less
Situsted in Nowata County, State of
Cklahoma, and §.W. Cramer, et al,
end Unknown Owners,

FILED
MAR 181971

JOHN H. POE, Clerk
E N_T U, S. DISTRICT COURT,

Defendants.

J U Db

[}

1.
On March 3, 1971, this cause came on for pretrial eonference be-
-fore Fred Daugherty,Judge of the United States District Court for the
Northern District of Oklahoma. The plaintiff, United States of America,
appeered by Hubert A. Marlow, Assistant United States Attorney for the
Northern Distriet of Oklehoma. The defendant owners of the captioned
tract did not appear. After belng sdvised by counsel for plaintiff, asnd

having examined the files in the case, the Court finds:

2.

The Court has Jurisdiction of the parties and the subject matter
of this action. This Judgment applies only to the estate condemned in
Tract Fo.1l025M, as such tract and estate are descrited in the Compleint
filed herein.

3.

Service of Process has been perfected either personally or by

publication notice as provided by Fule T1A of the Federal Rules of Civil

Procedure on all parties defendant in this cause who are interested in

the subject tract.
L,

The Acts of Congress set out in paragraph 2 of the Complaint
filed herein gives the United States of Americe the right, power, and
suthority to condemn for public use the subject tract, as such tract is
particularly described in such Complaint. Pursuant thereto, on June 30,
1,77t todnzg Ctntee of Averice filed its Uec): rition of Takin- of a
certein estate in such descridbed lend, ani title to such property should
be vested in the United Btates of Anerica, as of the date of filing such

instrument.



5.

Simultanecusly with filins the Declaration of Taking,
there was deposited in the Registry of this Court, as estimated compensa-
tion for the taking of the subject property, a certain sum of meney, none
of which has been disbursed as shown in paragraph 9.

€.

The owners of the submect property have not filed an answer
and have not otherwise made any appearance in this case and are therefore
wholly in default. At the pre~triazl hearing, in view of the defendants’
default, the Plaintiff was allowed to present evidence concerning the
market value of the subject property. The Court considered the evidence
offered by the plaintiff and then found that the diminution in fair market
value of the ownership under consideration, csused by this action, was in
the amount of $291.00. Such sum should be adopted as the award of just
compensation for the estate taken in the subject property, and such eward
should be allocated to the varicus owners as shown in paragraph 9.

T.

The defendants named in paragraph 9 as owners cof aubject property
are the only defendents shown by the Howata County land records as having
any interest in the estate condemned in the subject property. All other
defendants heving either disclaimed or defaulted, the nemed defendants
were the owners of such estate, as of the date of taking, and a&s such,
ere entitled to receive the awvard of just compensation.

8.

It Is, Therefore, ORDERED, ADJUDGED and DECREED that the United
States of America hes the right, power and suthority to condemn for public
use Tract Ho. 1025M, as such property is particularly described in the
Complaint filed herein; and such property, to the extent of the estate
described in such Complaint, is condemned and title thereto is vested in
the United States of America as of June 30, 1970, and all defendants herein
and all other persons interested in such estate are forever barred from
asserting any claim to such estzte,

o,

It Is Further ORDERED, ADJUDGED andDECRLED that &n the date of
taking, the owners of the estate condemned herein in the subject property

were the defendants whose names appeer in the schedule below; the right to



just compensation for the estzte taken in this property is vested in the
parties so named, as their interests appear therein; end the sum ofte1.00
hereby is edopted as the sward of just compensation for the estate herein
taken in subject property, all as follows, to-wit:

TRACT NO. 1025

OWNERS:

J. W. Cramer and

Darline Cramer———-—-m—mrcm——mee v cmmsem s = e T f B

0. C. Boop, Jr. v U —— I J=)

Daphne Beop-~—--—nw e e e e e 1/2h

Foster C. BOOp=——mwmemmm: o o s s mimrm e 1/2h
Award of Just compensation

pursuant to Court's £indings-=—w—rm-mmmme— e w3291 ,.00 $5291.00
Deposited as estimated compensatione~—r~re—r—e—nowem—— 281 .00
Disbursed tO OWNErS—— = —mmee— cmec = cme = s e e = —= 0TI
Balance dAUe t0 OWNETSam o smmame s mme s e e =t — = nmmme 2§11, 00

ig,

It Is Further ordered that the Clerk of this Court shall dis-
burse the deposit for the subject tract, to the owners as follows:

J. W. Cramer snd Derline Cramer, jointly, the sum of--$254 .63

0. €. BoOp, JI.—<ermemnm mommm e mm e $12,13
Daphne Boop—=r- e wue mo—mmmmis s e oo 12,12
Foster C. BOOp=r-—- =mmmm e e cemmmeemm— = 12,12

/s/ FRED DAUGHERTY

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDRGE

APPROVED:

/s/ Hubert A. Marlow
HUBERT A. MARLOW
Assistant U.S5. Attorney




T OTLE UNITED STATES DI TEICT COURT
FrRONTT e PIEaN 0reruYon ca CRLAROMA

GENFERAL MOTORSG ACCEPTANCE )
T IAMTOR, i o, »
3
claintifl, N
H
s, N Civil Action
A )
T, L. BURTRUM :ad 30 WELAS } We, L2
RURTRUM, d/b/a AR ansy } F l L. E D
MOT R Co. !
\ MAK 34 1871
meo Eepdants., H
o ferdant ; JOHN H. POE, Clerk

U. S DISTRICT COURY

JUDGMENT BY DEFAULT UPON APLLICATION TO CLEPRRK

In this action the defendants, C. L. Purtrum and Doucglas
Burtrum, &/b/: Durtrum Motor Co., havine been regularly served
with the summons and complaint, and heving failed to rienad or
otherwise defend, the legal time for pleading or otherwise defending
having expired and the default of said defendants, C. i.. Burtrum
and Douglas Burtium, d/b/a Burtrum Mocter Co., in the premises
having been duly entered according to law; upon the application of
salid plaintiff, judgment is hereby entared against said detendants
in pursuance of the prayer of said complaint.

WHEREFORE, hy virtue of the law ard by reason of the premises
aforesaid,

IT I3 ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED, that the said plaintiff
does have and recover from said defendants the sum of $77,606.36
with interest thereon at the rate of ten par cent per annun from
March 23, 1971, until paid, together with s:id plaintiff's 2ttorneys’'
fees of $9,568.27 and plaintiff's costs and disbursements incurred
in this action amounting to the sum of $57.7%2, and that tha nlaintiff

have execution theroafo:r.

Judgment rendered this _ =74  dav Of‘_w'gkﬁc oA . 1971.
_ o, D
'-%n. _‘-/ /r'\{ .

John 1. Poe, Clerk

g

R



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR TIE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

United States of America, )
)
Plaintiif, g Civil Action No. [1-C-2y
VE. )
) F g
Derwin R. Bayliss and ) , L E D
Boma L. Beyliss, jusband and wife, ) MAK 34 1971
Defendants.; GHN 1 POE Clerk

g3 MSTRICT COURT
JUDGMENT OF FORECLOSURE

This matter comes on for consideration this ﬁ"ﬁff e day of
March, 1971, the defendants, Darwin R. Bayliss and Eyma L. Bayliss, eppearing
not; and
The Cowrt being fully advised and having examined the file herein
finds that due and legal personal gervice of sumsons hes been mpde on Hhe
defendants, Darwin R. Bayliss and Emua L. Beyliss, on Februery 1., 1971,
and
The Court further finds that this iz m sult basea upon & mortghge
note and foreclosure on & real property mortgage securing ceid mortgage note
on the following described real property loceted in Tulsa, Tulsa County,
State of (klahoma, within the Northern Judicisl Diotrict of Oklebows:
Lot Twenty-seven (27), Block Fifty-Seven (57),
Velley View Acres Third Addition to the City of
Tulsa, Tulsa County, Oklahoma, according to the
recorded plat thereof.
The Court further finds that the meterirl allegations ni Plaintiff's
complaint are true and correct; and
That the defendants, Darwin R. Bayliss and Bmma L. Boylics, did,
on Beptember 19, 1969, exscute and deliver to the Administrator of Veterans
Affaira, their mortgage and mortgage note for the sum of $10,750.00, with
interest thereon at the rate of T 1/2 per cent per annum, end fariher provid-
ing for the payment of monthly installments of principel end interest; and
The Court further finds that the defendants, Darwin R. Bayliss and

e L. Bayliss, made default under the temms of the aforesaid muibgage note



and mortgage by reason ol thelr failure to make woathly instellments due
thereon Som more than ten {10) montho last past, which default has contimied
end that by reacon thereof lhe defendants are nov indebted to The plointlff
in the sum of $10,724.93 as unpeid principal, with interest tleveon &t the
rate of T 1/2 per went per anmun. foom May 19, 1970, until paid, pun the
cost of this action accrved and accruing.

IT I8 TUEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the . laintiff,
United States ol America, have and recover judmuent against the defendents,
Derwin R. Bayliss and Eme L. Bayiiss, for the sum of $10,72h.93 with interest
thereon &t the rate of' 7 1/2 per cent per ennum from Mey 19, 1573, plus the
coot of this sction accrued and accruing, plus any additlopal sum: edvenced
or to be advanced or expended during this foreclosure action by plaintiff for
texes, insurance, abostracting, or sums for the preservation of the subject
property.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJSUDGED AND DECREED that upon the failure
of the defendantc to satisfy plaintiff's money judgmeni herein, an Qvder of Sale
shall isgue to the United States Mershal for the Northern Distiict of Qklahoms,
commanding him to sdvertise and sell, with eppraisement, the alove-described
real proparty and apply the proceedc thereof in satisfaction of pleintiff'e
Judgment. The recidue, if mny, to be deposited with the Clerk of the Court
to ewait further order of the Court.

IT I8 FURTHER CRDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that from aund after the
sele of esid property, under sad by virtwe of thic judgment and decree, the
defendants and each of them and all persons claiming under thea nince the filing
of the complaint herein be and they sre forever barred and foreclosed of amy

right, title, interest or claim in or to the real property or aw pari thereof.

Assistant U. 8. Attorney



TN Y UNTTED STANTS DISTRICT COURT FOR TIE NORTHERN DISTRICT
OF ORLAHOMA i

. BOARD OQF TRUSTRES, PIPELINE :
P INDUSTRY BENEYIT IFUND,

|
! \
; Plaintiff, i
! .

E VS No. 71—C—73J i

" CARROLL COUNTY PIPRELTNE CON-
LOSTRUCTION COMPANY, :

|
| Defendant. :
I

| CERTIFICATE AND NOTICE OF
DISMISSAL

i COMES NOW the Plaintiff appearing by its counsel of

record William K. Powers, of the firm of Dyer, Powers and Marsh,

and certifies and gives notice to this Court that all matters anc

issues involved in the action heretofore filed have been disposed

' ¢f, and that said action was erroneously brought by this plaintiff

‘ against the Defendant, and Plaintiff requests the Court to make

and enter its order of dismissal at the cost of the Plaintiff

BOARD OF TRUSTEES, PIPELIRND:

i
|
H herein.
|
Il; INDUSTRY BENEFIT FUND

| f
3 By ZEZZ?V ;Zijfiiz Lt

1

!% William K. Powers
H
1
i

Attorney for Plaintiff
1501 4th Nat'l Bank Bldg.
Tulsa, Oklahoma 74119

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 1

I nercby certify that on the &ﬁﬁm day of March, 1971 I mailed a
cruce and correct copy of the foregoing Cortificate and Notice of
Sismissal to Carroll County Pipeline Construction Company, Attn:
Eugone Wheeler, Box 141, Carrollton, Missouri 64633, with proper

postage thereon fully prepaid. t y
] /7
Dby X

X
;/Jﬁégh::fA_____,
william K.

Powers

Lre fuiinf .
LYER. PONERG &
MARSGH :

D5 csnie v b on |

LGB AHOMR T4LR
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1IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

ALEX L. KALLAY, et al., )
)
Plaintiffs, )
) Case No. 67-C-127 Civil
v. ) Consolidated with
) Case No. 67-C-131 Civil
COMMUNITY NATIONAL LIFE )
INSURANGE COMPANY, et al., )
)
Defendants, ) 7/j;a
” ) T e
'INSURANCE COMPANY OF ) ElLED
NORTH AMERICA :
' ’ ) MAR 2 6 1971
)

JOHN H. POE, Gierk
U, S. DISTRICT COURT

Third-Party Defendant.

CORRECTED ORDER

The Plaintiffs have moved for the Court to review the action
of the Court Clerk in refusing to tax the costs of the above-styled
consolidated cases and alternatively have moved to extend their

time to file a bill of costs,

The Court finds and concludes that the action of the Court
Clerk in refusing to tax the costs was proper and that the time to

file the bill of costs may not be extended.

The Judgment in the above-styled consolidated cases was filed

on December 3, 1970. Rule 6(e) of the Local Court Rules provides:

"(e) Upon entry of judgment or decree in any
case or proceeding, the party recoverying costs
shall within ten (10) days file a verified bill
of costs with the Clerk upon forms provided by
him; which shall have endorsed thereon proof of
service upon the opposite party. The Clerk shall
tax the costs in accordance with Rule 54(d),
Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, k!

On December 18, 1970, the Plaintiffs filed their bill of costs with |

the Court Clerk. On December 29, 1970 the Clerk conducted a hearing
on the bill of costs. Defendant Andresen & Co. and Third Party
Defendant, Insurance Company of North America objected to allowing

any part of the bill of costs asserting that the bill was not




-

timely filed. On January 15, 1971 the Clerk denied the bill of

costs in its entirety as not being timely filed citing Rule 6(e)

of the Local Rules and Woods Construction Co. v. Atlas Chemical

Industries, Inc. 337 F.2d 888 (Tenth Cir. 1964).

i
|
|
As Local Rule 6(e) is a Rule made and adopted by this:'Court, the
members of this Court are possessed with knowledge of the precise
intent of the Rule and may interpret their own Rule, if necessary.

|

!

|
This member of the Court has been authorized to speak for all mem-

bers of the Court in stating that it is the intention of Rule 6(e)

that a bill of coéts be filed within ten (10) days from the entry oF

|

or the right to file such a bill is lost and that such is the inter-
1/

pretation of said Local Rule by all the members of this Court.

judgment as provided by Rule 58, Federal Rules of Civil Procedure,

Our Circuit in Woods Construction Co. v. Atlas Chemical Industries,
2/ :
Inc., supra, has concluded to this same effect.

1/

The United States District Court for the Western District of
Oklahoma {of which Court two members of this Court are also members
as so-called "roving judges") had the same Rule as the above-quoted,
Local Rule 6(e). However, effective January 1, 1971 that Court
adopted a new Rule which still requires the filing of a bill of costs
within ten (10) days from the entry of judgment but allows an exten-
sion of said period if a request is made to the Court within said ten
day period. Plaintiffs here would even fail under such liberalized:
Rule for they made no request for an extension within the prescribed
ten-day period. This new Rule of that Court demonstrates its in-
tention that the said ten-day period must either produce a filed bill
of costs or a filed request for an extension of time within which tP

file a bill of costs or the matter of taxing costs is thereafter
precluded. : . |

2/
This case held:
"The local rule with which we are here concerned is of
importance because it is designed to provide a time limit
for the conclusion of the litigation in the trial court when
further procedural steps depend on action of a party. It is
apparent that there must be such a definite limit. A case
cannot remain open for indeterminate or unspecified periods
awaiting a party's action to request the assessment of costs
nor for any other purpose. An adverse party must be able to
assess his position following the trial within the time
limits prescribed by the rules of the court, and be guided
as to his future action accordingly. A litigant has a right
to rely upon the local rules, as the parties and the court
are bound by them.'" (Emphasis added.)




\
-3~ |
i
!
Plaintiffs argue that because Motions For New Trial in the

consolidated cases were not ruled on within the prescribed ten-day

'

period, Local Rule 6(e) should not commence to run until said Motiops
had been ruled on.gj This, however, is not what the Rule provides.i
By Local Rule 6(e) this Court selected the date of judgment and no
other date as the date the ten-day period for filing a bill of costs

starts to run. A Motion For New Trial by a losing party is not a

necessary prerequisite to an appeal by such party. Rule 58, Federaﬂ

|
Rules of Civil Procedure, was amended in 1963 to provide that every
judgment shall be set forth on a separate document. This Amendment

was made to make completely clear the date of the entry of a judg-

ment as 1t relates to giving notice of appeal, moving for a new
trial or any other posk—judgment relief available to the parties.
Thus, as normally-é.judgmgnt must be entéred in every controverted
case and the date and method of enteriﬁg the same has purposely beén
made clear and definite beyond doubt by Rule-58, Federal Rules of |
Civil Procedure, this Court selected such event and date thereof to

start the time for filing a bill of costs.

Plaintiffs finally assert that they are entitled to an exten- |
sion of time within which to file their bill of costs under Rule
6(b) of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure. This Rule provides: .

"(b) Enlargement. When by these rules or by a
notice given thereunder or by order of court an ,
act is required or allowed to be done at or with- :
in a specified time, the court for cause shown [
may at any time in its discretion (1) with or .
without motion or notice order the period enlarged
if request therefor is made before the expiration
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= plaintiffs' actions were not consistent with this position, for
they filed their bill of costs after only two of three pending
motions for new trial were ruled on by the Court. To be consistent
the Plaintiffs should have filed their bill of costs within ten (10)
days after the last Motion For New Trial was ruled on by the Court.
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of the period originally prescribed or as extended
by a previous order, or (2) upon motion made after
the expiration of the specified period permit the 1
act to be done where the failure to act was the
result of excusable neglect; but it may not extend
the time for taking any action under Rule 50(b),
52(b), 59(b), (d) and (e), and 60(b), except to the
extent and under the conditions stated in them."
Such Rule by its clear language applies to time periods pre-

scribed by the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure and not time periods
prescribed by the Rules of this Court. In any event, procedure !
under the above Rule is discretionary with the Court and this Cour

will not exercise its discretion to do an act contrary to its own

Rules,

The Plaintiffs did not comply with Local Rule 6(e) and have
thereby lost their right to have the Clerk tax their costs. The
action of the Clerk in refusing to tax the costs was correct and
is approved by the Court. The Plaintiffs' Motion to order the
Clerk to tax the costs or in the alternative to grant an extensioni

of time in which to file their bill of costs is denied in its

entirety.

It is so ordered this /ZZL day of March, 1971.
.'?
v \ C= ,
N e AR g/{( vl -

Fred Daugherty ¢/
United States District Judge
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IN THE UNITKD STATES DIS
HOWIMHERN DISTRICT OF

EARLINE WALKER and
VICTORIA SANDERS,

MRS,
MRS .

Plaintifrls,

v. No. 70-C-269
INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT NO, 1
OF TULSA COUNTY, OKLAHOMA and
ROBERT BECKSTHOM, RAY CONARD, CARL
C. BEESLEY, MRS, OPAL CARLSON,
BEUGENE H. HARRIS, ROBERT J, RIGGS,
JR., and MRS. RICHARD S. WARNER,

FEILED

Defendants. MK 2 9 19?1
JOHN H. POE, Clark
U, S, DISTRICT COURT
ORDER

Upon the Stipulation for Dismissal above by both
parties for leave to dismiss and discontinue this action, it
is hereby ordered that the Complaint be dismissed without E
prejudice with no further cost to either party and as a condition
of dismissal, it is further ordered that in the event Independent
School Distriet Ne. 1 of Tulsa County, Oklahoma fails to re-open
Douglass Elementary School or fails fto pair Douglass Elementary
School and Lindsey Elementary School as presently planned for
the school year 1971-72 then plaintiffs shall be permitted to
refile this action and all evidence and pleadings already intro-
duced in evidence shall become automatically a part of the

evidence and pleadings of the subsequent actlion without the

necessity of further introduction of same.

;223_4{ ;)afzxﬂ— f/;,;ti

DISTRICT JUDGE(/

pated March _2€7 , 1971




